The 2000 Election

The Perfect Storm
By Rhodes Cook T he nationwide vote Nov. 7 may ultimately be remembered as the political equivalent of "the perfect storm" -the confluence of powerful forces that has created one of the most evenly divided elections, for both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue, in American history.
The presidential race is still unresolved. The Senate has ended up 50-to-50. And the difference between Democratic and Republican membership in the House of Representatives is the closest in nearly a half century.
Why has this happened?
On Capitol Hill, Republican margins were narrow to begin with and tightened further since most of the vulnerable seats were on the GOP side.
At the presidential level, Democrats were helped by a sense of national prosperity and general approval for policies of the Clinton administration.
But Republicans were boosted by widespread personal antipathy to Clinton and a sentiment for change that often besets the president's party at the eight-year mark.
And at play were two conflicting presidential eras -a short-term period of Democratic dominance in the '90s, preceded by a longer term Republican era which saw the GOP take five of the previous six presidential elections.
The last time there was such a confluence of disparate eras was in 1960 -when Republicans had the short term advantage from a pair of presidential victories in the 1950s, but Democrats had lingering momentum from winning the White House the previous five times. The outcome in 1960: the closest presidential election of the 20th century.
At least that year, though, there was clarity to the outcome as both the popular and electoral vote winners were the same. This year, that cannot be guaranteed and closure has been more difficult to achieve than any election in memory.
ELECTION 2000: WHERE THINGS STAND
The results below are based on nearly complete but unofficial vote totals as of Dec. Note: Although the Democratic House total increased from 209 to 212 as a result of the Nov. 7 election, the Democrats are credited with a net gain of two because one of the seats they won was a vacancy they had previously held.
THE 2000 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION:
Too Close to Call F rom start to finish, this year's presidential election has writ large the flaws in the American electoral system. The nominating process started too early and was over too soon (by mid-March, before half the states had voted).
The conventions five months later were little more than giant pep rallies, quite satisfied to be a political equivalent of "Happy Days."
And the general election, amazingly, is still to be decided, with the odds favoring the nation's first "Electoral College misfire" since 1888.
As December began, Al Gore was holding a lead of more than 300,000 in the popular vote, while George W. Bush maintained the inside track at capturing Florida's 25 electoral votes that would give him the presidency.
This election is clearly an instant classic, though it has underscored how fortunate the country has been that few presidential elections have been this close. Since popular voting began on a nationwide scale in 1824, only six of 45 contests for the White House have been decided by less than one percentage point. Three of those were in the 1880s, two were in the 1960s, and the other is this one.
In short, elections have rarely been so close that many people cared about the decentralized nature of the way they are administered, the variety of ways that ballots can be cast, and the often partisan environment in which they are counted.
Still, in spite of its obvious imperfections, this campaign has engaged the electorate. When the Republican primaries were in full force earlier this year between Bush and John McCain, there were record turnouts in many states. And voter participation in the general election has been initially placed at 50.7%, nearly two percentage points higher than 1996, while the actual number of presidential ballots cast should approach the record of 104.4 million in 1992. Fully 60% of Bush's entire complement of electoral votes this year comes from the South, which is the only region in which Republicans have won a majority of electors in any election since the GOP's last presidential victory in 1988. Then, Bush's father swept the bulk of the electors from every region.
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION RESULTS BY STATE
But that was at the end of a Republican presidential era which saw the GOP win five of six contests from 1968 through 1988. Since then, Republicans have struggled to win electoral votes outside the South (the 11 states of the Confederacy plus Kentucky and Oklahoma).
In the last three presidential contests (1992 through 2000) , the GOP has been trampled by a cumulative 372-to-9 count in the Northeast, 270-to-87 margin in the West, and 268-to-119 tally in the Midwest -an aggregate three-election total outside the South of 910 electoral votes for the Democrats, 215 for the Republicans.
The South, though, has become a reliable Republican redoubt. Its tally has been 383-to-106 Republican in the last three elections, and it was wall-to-wall GOP in the two presidential elections prior to that (1984 and 1988) .
The electoral vote totals for this year are tentative, as results are not official yet from every state. The Democratic electoral vote total in 1988 does not include a "faithless" elector from West Virginia who voted for vice-presidential candidate Lloyd Bentsen for president, rather than the party's standard-bearer, Michael S. Dukakis. The winner's total in each region and nationally is indicated in bold type. For a list of the states in each region, see the presidential vote chart Even the unsuccessful Charles Robb in Virginia ran two points better this year than 1994. That year, his 46% share was enough to win a three-way race with Republican Oliver L. North and a Republican-oriented independent. But this year, his 48% share was not enough to win a two-way race with Allen.
The results on the following page are based on nearly complete, but unofficial returns. The names of winners are in bold type. An asterisk (*) denotes an incumbent. A pound sign (#) indicates the special case of Mel Carnahan, who was the winner in Missouri after his death. 
SENATE ELECTION RESULTS BY STATE
THE 2000 HOUSE ELECTIONS
Not All They Were Pumped Up to Be F or much of this past election year, the battle for control of the House of Representatives was considered second in importance only to the campaign for president. Democrats had been edging closer and closer to parity in recent elections and needed only a handful of seats this year to win a majority for the first time since Republicans won House control in 1994.
But as the first returns trickled in Election Night, it was apparent that the Democrats would have a difficult time capturing a majority, and by midnight it was clear that it was impossible they would reach their goal.
Basically, the Democrats did fine in the Sun Belt, picking up a net of one seat in the South and seven in the West. But Democrats were weak where they should have been strong, losing a net of three seats in the Northeast (the party's prime base in congressional and presidential voting) and three seats in the Midwest.
Ultimately, Democrats scored a net gain nationally of just two seats, leaving the final tally (barring late recounts) 221 for the Republicans, 212 for the Democrats, and two independents. (Rep. Julian C. Dixon of California died Dec. 8, 2000, creating a Democratic vacancy. But his Los Angleles-area district is virtually certain to remain Democratic.)
That it would be a long night for the Democrats was evident from early on Election Night, as Democratic opportunities in the early reporting states of Indiana and Kentucky went unrewarded.
As seats began to switch, the initial flurry went the Republicans' way. Nine of the switches were in "Prime Battlegrounds" -districts that Clinton carried in 1996 with less than a majority of the vote. During the Clinton presidency, this has been the leading venue for seat changes.
Four of the seat changes came among the "Misfits" -ticket-splitting districts that in 1996 gave Clinton a majority of the vote for president or favored Republican Bob Dole, but were represented by a House member of the other party.
Two of the seat switches were among the "Fickles" -districts that seem to offer favorable terrain for one party or the other, but had changed hands at the House level at least once during the Clinton presidency.
The other three seat switches this year could fit into a new category called "Low-flying Incumbents" -House members who may have won with more than 55% of the vote in 1998, but were often beneath that threshold in previous elections.
Gejdenson would certainly fit this category. He won a 10th term in 1998 with 61%, but was held under 52% in his previous three elections, including a miniscule 21-vote victory in 1994.
Minge was also a low flier. He won a fourth term two years ago with 57% of the vote, but had been under 55% his previous three times. And Republican Dickey, while a 58% winner last time, had won his first two terms in 1992 and 1994 with a modest 52% of the vote. Each incumbent had earlier struggled to renomination, losing nearly 40% of their party's primary vote before their fall campaigns began. In Utah, some of the state's more conservative voters had seen Leavitt's support for a concealed weapons law as an attack on the Second Amendment. Meanwhile, New Hampshire politics has been roiled in recent years by a school financing crisis, which has left unresolved whether the state will have to impose an income or sales tax.
HOUSE SWITCHES
In Vermont, Democratic Gov. Howard Dean saw his vote share drop 6 percentage points from two years ago, as he barely won the majority of the vote needed to keep his election from being decided by the state Legislature. Dean became a target of the "take back Vermont" movement that materialized in force after he signed legislation earlier this year recognizing same-sex civil unions. Dean's 50% share of the vote this time was by far his lowest in five successful runs for governor.
Meanwhile, in West Virginia, Republican Gov. Cecil H. Underwood saw his vote share drop only 5 percentage points from 1996, but it was a crucial 5% as he lost narrowly to Democratic Rep. Bob Wise. This was the fifth general-election run for governor for the 78-year-old Underwood. He had won in 1956 and 1996, and lost in 1964, 1976, and now, 2000. Wise was the only candidate this year with a congressional background to win a governorship. 
